| TEM NO. 5 COURT NO. 11 SECTI ON | VA
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Gwvil)...... /2011
(CC 188-194/2011)
(From the judgenent and order dated 18/05/2007 in MA No. 1155/2002
& MA No. 1158/2002 & MA No. 1266/2002 & MA No. 1267/2002 & MA No
1292/ 2002 & MA No. 1293/2002 & MA No. 1334/2002 of The H GH COURT
OF M P AT | NDORE)
MANCHAR SI NGH & ANR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

ORI ENTAL I NS. CO LTD. & ANR Respondent ( s)
Wth I.A 1-7 (Cdelay in filing SLP and c/delay in refiling SLP)
Date: 17/01/2011 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTICE G S. SI NGHV

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASOK KUVAR GANGULY
For Petitioner(s) M. Yogesh Tiwari, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

These are petitions directed against judgment dated 18. 05.2007
of the learned Single Judge of the Madhya Pradesh Hi gh Court,
wher eby he allowed the appeals preferred by respondent No.1l and
decl ared that the Insurance Conpany shall not be liable to pay the
anount of compensati on awar ded by t he Mot or Acci dent C ains
Tri bunal because the vehicle which was involved in the accident was
being used in violation of the Insurance Policy. The petitioners

have also filed an application for condonation of 1062 days’ del ay.
2

We have heard | earned counsel for the petitioners and perused

t he record. In our opi ni on, t he expl anati on gi ven by

petitioners for condonati on of 1062 days’ del ay is whol |'y

unsatisfactory and there is no valid ground for exercise of power
by this Court under Section 5 of the Linmitation Act, 1963.

Even on nerits, we are satisfied that the view taken by the
| ear ned Singl e Judge on the issue of liability of the Insurance

Conpany does not suffer fromany legal infirmty. Rather it is

t he



consi st ent with the law | aid down by this Court in New
Assurance Co.Ltd. vs. Asha Rani & Others, 2003 (1) ACJ 1, National
| nsurance Co. Lt d. VS. Bal jit Kaur & O hers, 2004 ACJ 428
Nati onal |nsurance Co.Ltd. vs. V.Chinnama & Others, 2004 ACJ 1909.
The special |eave petitions are accordingly dism ssed on the

ground of delay and al so on nerits.
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